January 26, 1968 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Pest Offiee Box 1113. 
Tulare, Calif. 27% 


Dear Ronnie: 


I have your letter January 7th. If you need my photo- 
eraphs between mw and the meeting at the Statler, it is alright : 
with me if you want to wait until after February 20th to send 
them to Dr. Stefanelli. 3 


In your letter you say: "For some strange reason you 
seem to be at a loss to understand why our Panel is doubting 
the validity of Paul Franklin's statements. It is our job to 
ascertain whether or not his statements are false or true. A 
great deal of your testimony pertains to statements by 
Franklin.” 


I am afraid that you have misunderstood me. I understand 
why you and the Panel members might doubt some of Paul | 
Franklin's statements. What I do net understand is what his 
letters to me of fourteen years ago in reference to his 
sources for items having absolutely no connection with the 
UWAOG has to do with the authenticity of the Garland coin. 
If Paul Franklin wanted to coneoct a story (for my benefit) 
as to where he obtained Blake and Blake & 4gnell items, So 
as to conceal his source from m, my records might suffer, 
but the authenticity of the items would not as they are 
capable of being authenticated strictly by their own merits. 


The same applies to the Garland USAGG coin. It is not 
the Panel'ts job to ascertain whether or not Paul Franklin's 
statements are false or true. Your job is to decide if the 
Garland USAO0G coin is false or true. If I am incorrect in 
this thinking I would like to know about it as soon as possible. 


| The part of my report concerning statements by Paul 

Franklin is only of an introductory or peripheral nature. It might 
make interesting or even fallacious reading, but it has ab- 
solutely nothing to do with the basic issue. Paul Franklin is 

not on trial so to speak, the Garland coin is, or should be. 


As you know I am not directly involved in your hearing. 
The arbitration is between Messrs. Ryan and Garland. I am 
only an authority on the coin at issue. In my opinion, the 
valid part of my report is that technically concerned with 
the coin. My statements in connection with the nature of 
Garland's coin should be weighed not my indirect references 


to personalities. 


Every coin or ingot that I ever obtained from Paul 
Franklin (or anyone else, including Eric P. Newman) was 
cheeked out by me solely on its merits. Source, pedigree 
or background information was always recorded as given to 
me with any item, but it has never been the basis for my 
ascertaining authenticity. Vhile independently arrived at 
historical data has at time proved helpful in my investiga-~ 
tions, the composition and fabric of the piece at hand has 
always been the conclusive and deciding factor. 


Trusting that now my thinking has been clarified and 
is, perhaps, better understood, I remain 


Sineerely yours, 


JJF:dn 


ce - Lester Merkin 
Herbert Bergen 
Dr. Stefanel li 


